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far; accusations against them were listened to and Roman
disapproval conveyed in an unmistakable, if still unofficial,
manner.
Deeply puzzled, reluctant to believe that the ideas which
they held to be the very essence of Catholic Christianity were
not joyfully recognized as such by the highest authorities,
Lamennais and a few friends decided to go to Rome in person
and clear up the misunderstandings which they felt sure had
arisen. "We have been misrepresented," says Lamennais in
effect; " if you will but allow us to state our own case, and
kindly examine for yourself our real beliefs, and not what is
said about us, you will surely agree that nothing in what we
said or write can be taken exception to." Meanwhile they
suspended the publication of LAvenir. The travellers were
received at Rome with disconcerting coldness, but allowed to
present to the Pope a memoir which any but one naively blind
would have recognized as sure to entail complete condemnation.
This soon came, in a letter from Cardinal Pacca, singling out
as particularly reprehensible the Avenir's stand for civil and
political liberty (as fostering a spirit of sedition and revolt in
direct opposition to the teaching of the Church) and for
freedom of worship and of the Press, which may have to be
tolerated as the least of evils, but can never be put forward by a
Catholic as good or desirable in themselves. The disheartened
travellers, returned to Paris, and as a token of respectful sub-
mission dissolved the " Agency for the Defence of Religious
Freedom," and wo|ind up L'Avenir.
It would be futile to inquire into another might-have-been,
what would have happened if the Pope and the French Ultra-
montanes had been content with this victory and not driven
the vanquished to counsels of despair. Moderation in victory
was never the feature of Ultramontanism, however: the Pope
demanded from Lamennais not only submission in fact but
what amounted to a formal recantation of the Liberalism for
which UAvenir had stood. To this Lamennais would not
consent and, while protesting as to his readiness to obey in
matters spiritual, he claimed the right to decide for himself
in matters temporal, and, incidentally, to decide for himself

